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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-3 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated bv Yamanaka et al. (US 5.760.832). 

3. Regarding claim 1, Yamanaka et al. disclose an imaging device (1 ) comprising 
at least two image capturing apparatus, i.e. a CCD that senses red and blue 
components (19) and two CCDs that sense green component (17, 18), each apparatus 
being arranged to produce an image, i.e. a R/B photo image and G1/G2 photo images 
(see col. 6, lines 58-67), wherein at least one first apparatus comprises a color filter 
matrix of red and blue elements, i.e. a sensor matrix of red and blue pixels (see figure 
6), and at least one second apparatus comprises a green color filter, i.e. a sensor matrix 
of green pixels (see figure 5). It would be inherent to use a controller, i.e. a 
microprocessor, in order to form a full-color enhanced image by combining the images 
produced with each apparatus (see col. 13, lines 9-20). 

4. Regarding claim 2, Yamanaka et al. disclose a controller, i.e. a control unit (20), 
arranged to produce a single color image from the image taken with the second 
apparatus, i.e. G1/G2 photo images (see col. 6, lines 58-67). 

5. Regarding claim 3, Yamanaka et al. disclose that the second apparatus 
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comprises a color filter matrix of green elements, i.e. a sensor matrix of green pixels 
(see figure 5). 

6. Method claims 8-10 are drawn to the method of using the corresponding 
apparatus claimed in claims 1-2. Therefore method claims 8-10 correspond to 
apparatus claims 1-2 and are rejected for the same reasons of anticipation as used 
above. 

7. Claims 4-7 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Qgura et al. (US Pre-grant Application Publication 2002/0020845). 

8. Regarding claim 4, Ogura et al. disclose a lenslet array, i.e. small lenses 
disposed in the same plane (see elements 46 in figure 9), with at least three image 
capturing apparatus i.e. red, blue and green color picture cell arrays (2, 3, 4, 5) with 
their respective color filters (see paragraph [0052]), each apparatus being arranged to 
produce an image, wherein a first apparatus comprises a red color filter, a second 
apparatus comprises a blue color filter, and a third apparatus comprises a green color 
filter (see paragraph [0052]), each apparatus comprising an image sensor, i.e. red, blue 
and green color picture cell arrays (2, 3, 4, 5), wherein the image sensor of the third 
apparatus, interpreted as green color picture cell arrays 3 and 4 with their respective 
color filters, is larger, i.e. comprises double the area (see figure 2A), than the image 
sensors of the first and second apparatus, interpreted as red color picture cell array 2 
and blue color picture cell array 5 each with their respective color filters. It would be 
inherent to use a controller, i.e. a microprocessor, in order to form a full-color enhanced 
image by combining the images produced with each apparatus. 
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9. Regarding claim 5, Ogura et al. disclose that the image sensor of the third 
apparatus is at least twice as large, i.e. comprises double the area (see figure 2A), as 
the image sensors of the first and second apparatus. 

10. Regarding claim 6, Ogura et al. disclose a lenslet array, i.e. small lenses 
disposed in the same plane (see elements 46 in figure 9), with at least three image 
capturing apparatus i.e. red, blue and green color picture cell arrays (2, 3, 4, 5) with 
their respective color filters (see paragraph [0052]), each apparatus being arranged to 
produce an image, wherein a first apparatus comprises a red color filter, a second 
apparatus comprises a blue color filter, and a third apparatus comprises a green color 
filter (see paragraph [0052]), each apparatus comprising an image sensor consisting of 
pixels, i.e. red, blue and green color picture cell arrays (2, 3, 4, 5), wherein the number 
of pixels in the image sensor of the third apparatus, interpreted as green color picture 
cell arrays 3 and 4 with their respective color filters, is larger, i.e. comprises double the 
number of pixels (see figure 2A), than the number of pixels in the image sensors of the 
first and second apparatus, interpreted as red color picture cell array 2 and blue color 
picture cell array 5 each with their respective color filters. It would be inherent to use a 
controller, i.e. a microprocessor, in order to form a full-color enhanced image by 
combining the images produced with each apparatus. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 7, Ogura et al. disclose that the number of pixels in the image 
sensor of the third apparatus is at least twice as large, i.e. comprises double the number 
of pixels (see figure 2A), as the number of pixels in the image sensors of the first and 
second apparatus. 



Application/Control Number: 10/733,784 



Page 5 



Art Unit: 2622 

1 2. Method claim 1 1 is drawn to the method of using the corresponding apparatus 
claimed in claim 6. Therefore method claim 1 1 corresponds to apparatus claim 6 and is 
rejected for the same reasons of anticipation as used above. 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wanda M. Negron whose telephone number is (571 ) 
270-1 129. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 6:30 am - 4:00 pm 
alternate Fri off. 

14. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on (571) 272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

1 5. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Wanda M. Negron 
March 14, 2007 
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